W1L.1-IAM MARTIN 

92 IVY WAY 

PORT WASHINGTON. N. Y. 11050 


June 9, 1975 


Dear Harold, 

Dick asked me to look over your manuscript, which I have just 
done. Since I am hardly well versed in the investigation, I could 
not comment on the substance, only on the form. 

I guess I felt what you have already said, that the ms. is a 
document of record which would later have to be reorganizaed and 
condensed to cfeate a commercial book. As it stands, it is not 
organized only thematically but partially historically, in terms 
of the development of your investigation. 

I think Dick would have to see a document reshaped before he 
could evaluate the commercial possibilities of the book. I know I, 
not being expert in the area, often could not put together evidence 
on given issues presented in part I with that in part II. Moreover, 
those who haven't read the Warren Commission Report and the earlier 
Whitewash books may be stepping into an intellectual thicket without 
a compass. 

(Hy the way, one little factual question involving the O'Seill- 
Sibert report of U/26/63. Don't they say that Adms. Holloway, 
Berkley, and the a- w t W arr other big shots left the room — went to 
an adjoining room — right before autopsy and that only medical 
personnel plus FBI and SS agents were present?) 

In any case, I found it a fascinating though very complicated 
document. It made me wonder whether the time might not be xxi± 
right, if it were possible, to put together an overall work, using 
older as well as newly obtained information, stressing the fact 
that the case remains unsolved, and highlighting 

Exhibit 399 

the Ihcation of the wounds 

— the so-called re-enactment, etc. ??? 


Sincerely, 


Best wishes 


